6/4/69 


Year Dick snd John, 
A hurried, befove-sunrise note pre-sratory to leaving for ‘he day. 


Dick's 5/27 intierpretstion of say belief tast you must go "efter" 
Nrazier is lergely correct, but not entirely, snd in thet part which is not I 
do not agree with him. I cio not mean 8 personal sttack on Frazier ss the mM sis. 
I do mean on stteck on tae evidence, wiaich is entirely inadequate, entirely 
inconsistent with his experience and comptence. i do tnean that unless you 
prove this you have s poror ease at best, snd you cannot esssil the inadequacy 
of the evidence without criticism of taose responsible for tna avidenée snd 
come through with eny c redibility. No judge will believe the FSI was incom- 
petent and most will erssume toe competence and adeouacy of the evidence from it. 
He hes slresdy armed y ou for this (or wes it Sheneyfelt?) who took the Eich- 
mann line, I did only what I wes told. This is not whst a judge wents to hear, 
not what searcn for ‘ sruth reouires, and it ce tainly is the srgument you need- 
above all, it is tb .4 BI admission that it never sought the evidence, to leern 
whet, Gid henpen, only if it misht bo argued thet one of the many, many pos- 
sibilities could te mate to seem at sll tenable. If you did not get these 
exact words st toe tima, do not nave the clippings from the transcripts tiat 
uppeared in tne Nev. napers, then you cun #et them by phone from one of the 
lewyers, + am cure. Ihere now is not anough time for you to get me to dig 

them out. + have tiese stories. 


The pictures from the Archives came the day “om left for e Lions 
convention. I sew nim first thing “ondey Morning snd delivered them. I spoke 
to him about an affidevit for John and ne sgreed, seying he would get that 
done immedistely. se will not be abls to do the pictures until tonight. He 
will also mike covies of the negatives, so n> will have both sets of negatives, 
should we ever need them. | 


I do not agree with Dick's "bubble burst” attitude. + think we heave 
alvsedy l-surned much of svlue end tiere is still more. bick knows my suspic- 
jon about the tastimony saving there were no blowbeck mark ngs on tie shell heeds. 
I thigk there is yet wark to be done, like coiipsaring tne hesas and the bolt fece. 
If the negetives ot the exhibits introduced durin, Frazier's testimony ere made 
negatives, thot, in itself, is pf the grestest signifigance, for thst means he 
monufactured his evidence instesa of photographing through the connpsrison miscro- 
scope snd this he Gid not do witheut some special purpose in mind. 1t also bears 
on tie vossible wrong relsotionship tetween specimen and comparison, ete. I think 
we must establish this in sone way, photogrephicslly, if possible. I wish I had 
knomm it when we were st the Archives. 


Now, with markings on the heed, if they sre identical they strengthen 
the case, which reouired they be used. if they were not used, it can-ot be assumed 
this was without resson. I tiink ii must dave o reason. I recell ulso the Loover 
ststement that one hed been in another weapon st some time end recell none of 
this from lrazier's testimony. 


Ter his parnvoses, Ick does not believe film overlays ere nesdec. I 
tend te thin's more in terms of gzrevhic presentetions. I Lud eskec about this 
earlier and Tem had thournt doinc it meant = lot of vor’s und troubvle. Apparently 
he hae theurht shout it teewse he raised the ‘uestion --onday te tell me how 
simple it would be, in black ond white, as * knew. Ste just uun't understood I 
mesnt merely to use the eulurges vod Tilm instea: of reper. Also, 1 think we uave 

to meke » reol cowpsrison between the perts of tie hasds he obsenrea eng tie Solt 
fece. ke dic bindle tie shells end the bolt, nat 399. Hurriedly, 
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